
September 17, 2013 

Land Development Code Improvement Committee 

Main Committee Meeting 

 

 

Louisville Metro Planning & Design Services 



LDC Improvement Committee  
AGENDA 

 

 INTRODUCTIONS/ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 

 FINISH DISCUSSION ON DEVELOPMENT REVIEW PROCESS SUB-COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 
(ITEM #31 – SURVEYS REQUIRED WITH APPLICATIONS) 

 

 DISCUSSION ON REMAINING MISCELLANEOUS RESEARCH SUB-COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

(ITEMS #6, 8, 12-14, 17, 21, 23-29) 

  

 NEXT SCHEDULED COMMITTEE MEETING  

  TUESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2013 

  3:00 – 5:00 PM 

  METRO DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

  444 SOUTH FIFTH STREET 

  FIRST FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM 
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LDC Timeline 
 Complete all LDC Main Committee meetings by Dec. 31, 2013. 

 Jan/Feb 2014 – Planning Commission public hearing 

 Feb/Mar 2014 – Metro Council begin reviewing Round Two proposal. 

 

 Remaining LDC Main Committee Meetings 
 

 September 17 –   Development Review Process (Item #31 surveys) 

       Miscellaneous Research (Items #6, 8, 12-14, 17, 21, 23-29) 

   

 October 1 –         Fair & Affordable Housing  

            

 October 15 –       Permitted/Conditional Uses 

    

 November 5 –      Transportation 

 

 November 19 –    Subdivisions 

              Form Districts 

 

 December 3 –      Landscaping 

 

 December 17 -    Landscaping 
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Development Review Process Sub-committee Report 

 Item #31 – Should Surveys be Required for Certain Types of 

Development Applications? (Deferred to 9/17/13 meeting.) 
 Continued discussion from 5/7/13 LDC Main Committee meeting. 

 What is the problem?  Why should we require surveys with application submittals? 

 Should surveys only be required with certain types of development applications?  Which 
ones? 

 Should surveys only be required for applications that will be reviewed by the Planning 

Commission or one of its sub-committees, or by the Board of Zoning Adjustments? 

 

 The text below has been proposed by LDC Main Committee Member Mr. Proffitt.  We will 

discuss this proposed text at the 9/17/13 main committee meeting. 

 

 Not all Waivers, Variances and Conditional Use permits require engineered surveys. 
However, where dimensional information is determined to be essential for consideration 
of such waivers, variances or conditional Use Permits by staff, the applicant shall provide 

a survey prepared by a licensed Land surveyor in the Commonwealth of KY.  Only those 
property boundaries’ that are contiguous with the dimension/s in question need be 

provided. The cost shall be borne by the applicant except where the applicant’s request 
for a waiver, variance or Conditional Use Permit is being challenged by another party, 
that party shall bear the cost of having the survey prepared. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #6 – Blue Line Stream Definition (Deferred to 9/17/13 meeting.) 
 Since the United States Geological Survey does not recognize the term “blue line”, it 

would be appropriate to align the LDC terminology with the correct USGS terminology, 
which is Perennial Stream and Intermittent Stream. 

 Chapter One definitions of Solid Blue Line Stream, Intermittent Blue Line Stream and 
Local Regulatory Conveyance Zone needed to be amended as well as portions of Sections 

4.3.7, 7.8.20.B.11 & 10.2.9, as shown in the staff report. 

 

 See proposed language provided by Mr. FitzGerald. 

 

 Item #8 – Roadway Definition (Deferred to 9/17/13 meeting.) 
 The term “roadway” is used frequently throughout the Land Development Code, but 

lacks a definition.   

 The following definition is proposed to be inserted into Chapter One of the LDC: 

 Roadway – The paved portion of a public or private street designed to carry 

vehicles.  Residential driveways shall not be considered a roadway. (removed 
reference to bicycles). 

 “Roadway” is used 196 times in the LDC.  Staff does not currently have time to review 
each use as previously requested. 

 OPTION #1 – Approve definition above without reviewing each use of term 
individually. 

 OPTION #2 – Approve nothing at this time. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 

 ITEM #12 – Appendix 1A Adoption Status  

 Staff will update this table as needed.  Since it is an appendix Planning Commission 
action is not required.  No action needed by the LDC Main Committee. 

 

 ITEM #13 – LDC Notes  

 Staff will improve the formatting and labeling of various LDC notes when inserting the 
Round Two changes into the code.  No action needed by the LDC Main Committee. 

 

 ITEM #14 – LDC Illustrations  

 Staff will improve the formatting and labeling of various LDC illustrations when inserting 
the Round Two changes into the code. No action needed by the LDC Main Committee. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #17 – Lighting (Deferred to 9/17/13 meeting.) 
 The sub-committee recommends that Louisville Metro conduct a thorough review of Section 

4.1.2 Lighting in the near future with the goal of incorporating elements of the recently 
produced Model Lighting Ordinance which was written by the Illuminating Engineering Society 

of North America. 

 

 Furthermore the sub-committee recommends the following changes to LDC Section 4.1.2 be 

adopted immediately.  The proposed changes involve: 

 Require fully shielded light fixtures for all luminaires that emit more than 3,500 lumens 
in all form districts.  Currently this fully shielded fixture requirement is triggered at 
7,000 lumens and only applies in the following form districts: Neighborhood, Traditional 

Neighborhood, Village or in a transition zone adjacent to one of the above listed form 
districts. 

 Remove the exemption for street lights. 

 Remove exemption for luminaires used for sign illumination. 

 Maximum illumination levels under canopies, pavilions and drive-through bays has been 
reduced from 70 to 50 footcandles and will apply in all form districts. 

 Light source for architectural lighting shall be shielded from view. 

 The amount of allowable light trespass has been reduced by 50%. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #21 – Stream Buffer Across Property Lines & Top of Bank 

Determination 
 The following changes are proposed for Section 4.8.3 Protected Waterways, which is the 

portion of the LDC that explains how the boundaries of required stream buffers are 
delineated.   

 1) The amendment to the definition of perennial stream discussed in Item #6 of this report 

triggered the elimination of the reference to U.S.G.S maps in Section 4.8.3.A.1.   

 2) Intermittent streams are now required to have a Type A buffer area (25’) as required by 

this section.   

 3) In Section 4.8.3.C.1, additional language has been added that allows the Planning 

Director, with input from Army Corps of Engineers, United States Geological Survey, 

Kentucky Division of Water, the Metropolitan Sewer District, the Natural Resources 

Conservation Service or other informed parties, to make a final determination as to where 

a certain stream “top of bank” is located.   

 4) In Section 4.8.3.D, a new statement is being added to further explain that the stream 

buffer requirements of this section apply even when streams and their required parallel 

buffers cross property lines. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #23 – Non-conforming Sign Replacement 
 The first sentence of Section 8.1.4.B, regarding replacement of non-conforming signs, 

contradicts itself completely.  The first part of the sentence requires a new sign that is 
replacing a non-conforming sign to be 100% compliant with current signage regulations.  

The second part of the same sentence goes on to allow a new non-conforming sign to be 
installed in place of the previous non-conforming sign as long as the amount of non-
conformance is reduced by 50%.  The sub-committee feels that non-conforming signs 

should be treated similar to other non-conforming items, such as buildings or land uses, 
and be required to come into complete compliance with current regulations upon the 

replacement of a non-conforming sign.  Therefore, the “50% rule” is proposed to be 
eliminated as shown below. 

 Section 8.1.4 - At such time as any structural element of a nonconforming sign is replaced, the 

sign must be brought into compliance with the requirements of current regulations. , except that 

a nonconforming on-premises sign may be replaced by another nonconforming on-premises sign 

(exception, this provision does not apply to incidental and temporary on-premises signs), provided 

that all nonconformance in area, height, size, and setback is reduced by fifty percent (50%) of the 

difference between the existing nonconforming sign and what the regulation allows. Exception: 

No reduction in nonconformance shall be required for the replacement of signs, awnings, canopies 

and marquees that were damaged by a weather event or accident (i.e. vehicular accident) unless 

the damage results from neglect of maintenance or other willful act of the property owner. 

Replacement of structural elements in this context means the disassembly and subsequent re-

assembly or the substantial alteration of the pole, base, or frame.  For awnings and canopies any 

change to the frame shall be considered as a structural change. The replacement of material 

covers shall not be considered a structural change. 

 NOTE: The 50% compliance standard does not exempt signage from compliance with other 

relevant sections of this chapter (e.g. location, lighting, style, etc.). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

September 17, 2013 



Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #24 – Sign Area Calculation 
 Using our current signage area calculation method, which only allows up to five straight 

lines to be drawn around attached signs and eight straight lines to be drawn around free-
standing signs, we are including blank spaces adjacent to the actual signs into the area 

calculation.  This not only penalizes property owners, but it also hinders creativity in 
signage design.  The sub-committee proposes removing the “five lines” and “eight lines” 
limitations from the attached and free-standing sign area calculations, respectively. As 

many lines as necessary should be allowed to be drawn around proposed signage in order 
to get a truly accurate area measurement. The diagrams below will be deleted from the 

LDC. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #25 – Projecting Signs 
 It was recently brought to the attention of PDS staff that permanent projecting banner 

signs are not regulated in the LDC.  Chapter 155 of the Louisville Metro Code of 
Ordinances specifically regulates temporary banners, but there is a recent trend for 

businesses particularly in the downtown and urban areas to utilize projecting banner 
style signage on a permanent basis.  The following text amendments are proposed to 
resolve this issue. 

 New Definition for Section 1.2.2 

 Projecting Banner Sign – A permanent non-illuminated double sided sign that uses a printed 

material fabric background for images, messages, or logos and is supported with brackets or a 

framework that enables it to project from the sides of a building or structure. The material or 

fabric background area of the sign can have a maximum width of 18” and a total supported 

projection of 24” from the face of a building or structure.  The maximum allowable signage area 

for a projecting banner sign excluding the area of support brackets or framework shall not exceed 

12 square feet in total area for each side of the sign. 

 Revisions to Section 8.3.3.A.6 
 Projecting Signs or Projecting Banner Signs :  Buildings on lots which contain no permanent freestanding on-premises 

sign (other than incidental signs) may not have more than one sign which projects perpendicularly from the façade 

(but not the roof) of the building providing that the sign does not exceed thirty-two (32) square feet in area, does not 

extend below nine (9) feet above the ground or sidewalk, or more than (8) feet from the façade of the building, or 

closer than two feet to the abutting roadway. EXCEPTION: projecting banner signs are limited to a maximum width 

of 18”, a total supported projection of 24”, and a maximum allowable area of signage not to exceed 12 square 
feet in total area of each side of the projecting banner sign.  The area of the projecting sign or projecting banner 

sign shall be part of the total allowable signage allowed on any one façade of the building as listed in Table 8.3.2. 

Multiple use buildings may have one projecting sign or projecting banner sign for each business, subject to the total 

maximum sign area permitted in Table 8.3.2.  EXCEPTION:  Buildings within the Downtown Form District are not 

restricted by the number of projecting  sign limit(s) or the 32 square foot limit listed above, however these buildings 
are subject to the overall attached sign allowance as listed in Table 8.3.2. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #26 – Community Facility Reviews 
 After discussing the topic of Community Facility Reviews (CFR’s), the sub-committee requests 

the LDC Main Committee adopt the following recommendation: 

  

 Request the Policies & Procedures Committee of the Planning Commission review current 
policies related to Community Facility Reviews, particularly how staff determines when 
CFR’s can be reviewed at staff level and when they should receive a public hearing, 

which committee should review CFR’s, and the notification procedures for CFR’s should 
be reviewed. 

 

 Item #27 – Adult Entertainment Provisions Consistent with LMCO 

Chapter 111 
 The Jefferson County Attorney’s Office notified PDS staff that the references to 1,000 feet in 

the adult entertainment regulations below should be changed to 500’.  According to the 
County Attorney’s office this particular distance requirement was changed in the Louisville 
Metro Code of Ordinances Chapter 111 on adult entertainment right before merger from 

1,000 feet to 500’.  The change was made as a result of a lawsuit that included an analysis 
that showed that there were zero suitable locations at the 1,000’ requirement in Jefferson 

County.  For some reason the Land Development Code was never changed to match the 
revised LMCO Chapter 111.  See proposed changes in staff report. 
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Miscellaneous Research Sub-committee Report 

 Item #28 – Pedway Definition 
 New definition to be inserted in Section 1.2.2 

 Pedway – A network of pedestrian walkways, tunnels, ground level concourses, and bridges that 

connect buildings, retail stores, hotels, hospitals, and other public buildings. 

 

 Item #29 – Signature Entrance Sign Definition 
 Section 4.4.3.B of the LDC regulates signature entrances as typically found at major 

entrances to residential subdivisions.  This section specifies what type of signage is allowed to 

be placed on a subdivision signature entrance, but the LDC does not have a clear definition of 
what a signature entrance sign is. 

  

 New definition to be inserted in Section 1.2.2. 

 Signature Entrance Sign – A sign attached to a signature entrance.  The signature entrance sign 

must comply with all requirements listed in Section 4.4.3.B. 
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Website Information 

•www.louisvilleky.gov 

 
•Navigate to Planning & Design   
Services Department page 

 
•Select Land Development Code Icon 

 
•Select Land Development Code 
Improvement Committee Link 


